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tion in Europe and America, the Central and the Provincial
Departments of Agriculture in India as well as the Indian
Tariff Board have laid great emphasis on the agricultural aspect
of the case for protection to the Indian Sugar Industry, it
would be instructive for us to analyse the basis as well as the
meaning of these 'agricultural' arguments.
But before we turn to an examination of the specific agri-
cultural arguments that have been advanced by the Tariff
Board for the protection of the Sugar Industry, we should
admit at the outset that the real importance of the cultivation
of sugar-cane is that it gives a greater monetary return per
acre than almost any other staple crop in India. This is certainly
of great advantage to a densely populated country like India.
This aspect of the case, though perhaps tacitly assumed, has
not been sufficiently emphasised by the Tariff Board. It is,
however, necessary for us to state clearly that the case for a
protective tariff on sugar is examined in the following pages
from two different but related points of view. In the first place,
since there are many other valuable staple crops like jute, cotton,
oilseeds, rice, etc., which are just as important to and suitable
for wide geographical zones as sugar-cane is in its own specific
areas, and since these other crops also undoubtedly require
improvements in output, quality, and commercial organisation,
it is debatable whether sugar-cane should be given more state
help and encouragement than these other crops. For, unless
we attempt such a balancing of the relative claims to state
help of different crops that are suitable to different geographical
areas, we are likely to do too much for some crops and too
little for other crops in the matter of state assistance, thus
distributing the benefit of governmental measures unequally as
between different areas and different sections of the cultivating
classes. In the second place, although sugar-cane undoubtedly
requires great improvements in its agricultural and commercial
aspects, there are excellent reasons for doubting whether a
protective tariff on sugar is the most effective method of
encouraging and promoting those improvements. It is from